arXiv:2301.13457v2 [math.NT] 9 Mar 2023

THE PRIME NUMBER THEOREM FOR PRIMES IN ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS AT LARGE VALUES

ETHAN SIMPSON LEE

Abstract. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis, we prove the latest explicit version of the prime number theorem for short intervals. Using this result, and assuming the generalised Riemann hypothesis for Dirichlet L-functions is true, we then establish explicit formulae for ψ(x, χ), θ(x, χ), and an explicit version of the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions that hold for general moduli q ≥ 3. Finally, we restrict our attention to q ≤ 10 000 and use an exact computation to refine these results.

1. Introduction

Suppose that x ≥ 2, p are prime numbers, χ is a Dirichlet character modulo q ≥ 3, ψ(x, χ) = ∑ n≤x χ(n)Λ(n), and ψ_1(x, χ) = ∫_x 0 ψ(t, χ) dt = ∑ n≤x χ(n)Λ(n)(x − n). The purpose of this paper is to prove the latest explicit and conditional version of the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions, which is a collection of asymptotic estimates for π(x; q, a) = ∑ p≤x p≡a (mod q) 1, θ(x; q, a) = ∑ p≤x p≡a (mod q) log p, and ψ(x; q, a) = ∑ n≤x n≡a (mod q) Λ(n),

in which 0 ≤ a < q is an integer such that (a, q) = 1. Explicit bounds for each of these counting functions is a natural consequence of an explicit bound for ψ(x, χ), since ψ(x; q, a) = φ(q)^{−1} ∑ χ χ(a)ψ(x, χ), (1) where φ(q) is the Euler-totient function evaluated at q; we will see how a result for ψ(x; q, a) naturally leads to results for θ(x; q, a) and π(x; q, a) in Section 5. Effective versions of the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions are a key ingredient in many applications, such as effective versions of Chen’s theorem; see [2–4].

It is a straightforward application of [20, (6.2)], to find effective bounds for ψ(x, χ_0); see (32) and recall that χ_0 is standard notation for the principal character. Therefore, the main challenge in this paper is to find good explicit bounds for ψ(x, χ) such that χ ≠ χ_0, which we do in Section 4. Once this is done, we use these bounds to prove the following result which is our explicit version of the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11N13, 11Y35, 11B25, 11M26.

ESL thanks Oleksiy Klurman, Aleksander Simonič, and Tim Trudgian for valuable feedback, and the Heilbronn Institute for Mathematical Research for their support. He also thanks Dave Platt for evaluating some sums over zeros up to a small height (see (11)). 1

log x_0 a_1 a_2 a_3 a_4 a_5 a_6 10 1.27146 11.85396 −1.19899 · 10^4 9.29179 −8.31179 · 10^3 7.84909 20 1.11315 7.0938 −4.55028 · 10^6 6.33697 −3.15402 · 10^6 4.89427 30 1.07187 6.11552 −1.16988 · 10^9 5.66833 −8.10901 · 10^8 4.22563 40 1.0528 5.63974 −2.37009 · 10^{11} 5.31911 −1.64282 · 10^{11} 3.87641 50 1.04175 5.36916 −4.47689 · 10^{13} 5.11581 −3.10314 · 10^{13} 3.67311 60 1.03453 5.18036 −8.06659 · 10^{15} 4.96901 −5.59133 · 10^{15} 3.52631 70 1.02944 5.04344 −1.4063 · 10^{18} 4.86057 −9.74775 · 10^{17} 3.41787 80 1.02566 4.93893 −2.36519 · 10^{20} 4.77658 −1.63943 · 10^{20} 3.33388 90 1.02274 4.84652 −3.99108 · 10^{22} 4.69986 −2.7664 · 10^{22} 3.25716 100 1.02042 4.23696 −6.61986 · 10^{24} 4.11319 −4.58854 · 10^{24} 2.67049 150 1.01352 1.58052 −7.2138 · 10^{35} 1.52019 −5.00022 · 10^{35} 0.07749 200 1.0101 0.15187 −6.88948 · 10^{46} 0.11096 −4.77543 · 10^{46} −1.33174 250 1.00807 −1.49591 −6.36488 · 10^{57} −1.52341 −4.4118 · 10^{57} −2.96611 500 1.00402 −10.73303 −2.39569 · 10^{112} −10.72973 −1.66057 · 10^{112} −12.17243 Table 1. Admissible constants for a_i at several choices of x_0 in Corollary 1.1.

Corollary 1.1. If the GRH is true, (a, q) = 1, x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, and q ≥ 3, then Table 1 presents constants a_i such that | | | |π(x; q, a) − Li(x) φ(q) | | | | < ( log x 8π + a_1 log q 2π + a_2 ) √ x + a_3, (2) | | |θ(x; q, a) − x φ(q) | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + a_4 ) √ x log x + a_5, | | | |ψ(x; q, a) − x φ(q) | | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + a_6 ) √ x log x + a_5.

If q ≤ 10 000, then we can also refine the constants in Corollary 1.1. Our refined result, which is presented below, follows from refinements to the key ingredients in the proof of Corollary 1.1; most of those improvements are a consequence of the exact computation presented in (11). It is also important to note that we were able to remove the condition x_0 ≥ q in this refinement.

Corollary 1.2. If the GRH is true, (a, q) = 1, x ≥ x_0 ≥ 1.05 · 10^7, and 3 ≤ q ≤ 10 000, then Table 2 presents constants ~a_i such that | | | |π(x; q, a) − Li(x) φ(q) | | | | < ( log x 8π + ~a_1 log q 2π + ~a_2 ) √ x + ~a_3, | | |θ(x; q, a) − x φ(q) | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ~a_4 ) √ x log x + ~a_5, | | | |ψ(x; q, a) − x φ(q) | | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ~a_6 ) √ x log x + ~a_5.

Note that a_1 = ~a_1 and we present values for log x_0 ≥ 20 in Table 2, because 20 is the smallest multiple of ten greater than log 1.05 · 10^7. 2

log x_0 ~a_1 ~a_2 ~a_3 ~a_4 ~a_5 ~a_6 20 1.11315 −10.80603 −4.55029 · 10^6 −9.74334 −3.15402 · 10^6 −11.18604 30 1.07187 −10.63523 −1.16988 · 10^9 −9.95921 −8.10901 · 10^8 −11.40191 40 1.0528 −10.57626 −2.37009 · 10^{11} −10.08365 −1.64282 · 10^{11} −11.52635 50 1.04175 −10.53537 −4.47689 · 10^{13} −10.15137 −3.10314 · 10^{13} −11.59407 60 1.03453 −10.52003 −8.06659 · 10^{15} −10.20738 −5.59133 · 10^{15} −11.65008 70 1.02944 −10.51273 −1.4063 · 10^{18} −10.25074 −9.74775 · 10^{17} −11.69344 80 1.02566 −10.50982 −2.36519 · 10^{20} −10.28569 −1.63943 · 10^{20} −11.72839 90 1.02274 −10.50942 −3.99108 · 10^{22} −10.31466 −2.7664 · 10^{22} −11.75736 100 1.02042 −10.51054 −6.61986 · 10^{24} −10.33923 −4.58854 · 10^{24} −11.78193 150 1.01352 −10.52454 −7.2138 · 10^{35} −10.42345 −5.00022 · 10^{35} −11.86615 200 1.0101 −10.54074 −6.88948 · 10^{46} −10.47471 −4.77543 · 10^{46} −11.91741 250 1.00807 −10.55546 −6.36488 · 10^{57} −10.51048 −4.4118 · 10^{57} −11.95318 500 1.00402 −10.60614 −2.39569 · 10^{112} −10.60334 −1.66057 · 10^{112} −12.04604 Table 2. Admissible constants for ~a_i at several choices of x_0 in Corollary 1.2.

The author’s motivation for producing these results was to establish explicit versions of the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions at larger values of x, to explore how large x needs to be before the (following) expected bound becomes true: | | | |π(x; q, a) − Li(x) φ(q) | | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π ) √ x. Indeed, Grenié and Molteni already give a good explicit version of (2) that holds for x ≥ 2 as a special case of their results in [14]; see (40) in Appendix A. Recently, Ernvall-Hytönen and Palojärvi also proved another explicit version of the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions in [13], although (40) appears to be sharper. Moreover, the leading terms in (2) are marginally better than the leading terms in (40) and our major improvements are to the secondary terms.

Now, Corollaries 1.1 and 1.2 are consequences of the explicit bounds for ψ(x, χ) that are presented in Theorems 4.2 and 4.12 respectively. We will prove these in Section 4, but offer a brief overview of the approach here first, because our approach contains novelty. The main challenge is to prove the result for primitive non-principal characters, because it is a straightforward task to extend that observation to any non-principal character, which we do in the final steps. Now, to prove the result for these primitive characters, we note that ψ(x, χ) differs from Δ(x, χ) = ψ_1(x + √ x log x, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) √ x log x

by a small error of size O( √ x log x); this is a consequence of the prime number theorem for short intervals, which requires log x ≥ 10. To this end, we will prove the latest explicit prime number theorem for short intervals in Section 3; see Theorem 3.2. This result refines recent work by Cully-Hugill and Dudek [10] and extends their computations, by splitting a particular sum over the non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta-function ζ(s) into more subintervals. All that remains is to bound Δ(x, χ) using an explicit formula for ψ_1(x, χ); this 3

will establish the relationship Δ(x, χ) √ x log x ≈ − ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} ϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1)

, (3)

in which ϱ_χ = 1/2 + iγ_χ are the non-trivial zeros of L(s, χ) and the error will be completely described. Finally, we apply bounds for the absolute value of this sum over zeros, which we obtain in Section 2. The novel ideas in this approach are that we bound the difference between ψ(x, χ) and Δ(x, χ) using the prime number theorem for short intervals and the sub-intervals that we split the sums over zeros that arise into.

2. Tools and results for sums over zeros Suppose ρ = β+iγ are the non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta-function ζ(s), N(T ) is the number of ρ such that 0 < γ ≤ T , and ϕ : [T_0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is a monotone, non-increasing function on [T_0, ∞) for some T_0 ≥ 1. To ensure ϕ(t) is convex on [T_0, ∞), suppose further that ϕ is twice continuously differentiable, ϕ^′(t) ≤ 0, and ϕ^{′′}(t) ≥ 0. Sums of the following form appear often in number theory (and multiple times in the present paper): ′∑ γ∈[T_1,T_2] ϕ(γ). Here, the prime symbol indicates that if γ ∈ {T_1, T_2}, then ϕ(γ) is weighted by 1/2. Sums of this type can be estimated using a result [5, Lem. 3] from Brent, Platt, and Trudgian, which refines a technique used to prove [17, Lem. 1].

Lemma 2.1 (Brent, Platt, Trudgian). Let A_0 = 2.067, A_1 = 0.059, and A_2 = 1/150. If 2π ≤ U ≤ V , then ′∑ U≤γ≤V ϕ(γ) = 1 2π ∫_V U ϕ(t) log t 2π dt + ϕ(V )Q(V ) − ϕ(U)Q(U) + E_2(U, V ), in which |E_2(U, V )| ≤ 2(A_0 + A_1 log U)|ϕ^′(U)| + (A_1 + A_2)^{ϕ(U)}_U and [6, Cor. 1], [15, Cor. 1.2] tell us |Q(T )| = | | |N(T ) − T 2π log T 2πe − 7 8 | | | ≤ R(T ) := min{0.28 log T, 0.1038 log T + 0.2573 log log T + 9.3675}. (4) To prove Lemma 2.1, the authors rewrite the sum over zeros as a Stieltjes integral, apply integration by parts twice, and apply explicit versions of Q(T ) ≪ log T, S(T ) = π^{−1} arg ζ(^1_2 + iT ) ≪ log T, and S_1(T ) = ∫_T 0 S(t) dt ≪ log T. To prove a result of the shape of [17, Lem. 1], one should only apply integration by parts once, then apply an explicit version of Q(T ) ≪ log T ; the other ingredients are not required in this less developed technique. Both of these results will generalise naturally into other settings, as long we have the prerequisite ingredients that we have mentioned. In some settings, we 4

might not have access to good off-the-shelf bounds for the appropriate analogues of S(T ) and S_1(T ), although decent bounds for the appropriate analogue of Q(T ) are more common.

In Section 3, we will use Lemma 2.1 to refine of a special case of [10, Thm. 1], which will be an important ingredient in our proof of Theorem 4.3. We will also need to estimate sums over the non-trivial zeros ϱ_χ = 1/2 + iγ_χ of Dirichlet L-functions L(s, χ) in our eventual proof of Theorem 4.3, where χ is a primitive and non-principal character modulo q ≥ 3. To this end, we import the following lemma, which is [1, Cor. 1.2], and an explicit estimate for the number N(T, χ) of non-trivial zeros of L(s, χ) such that |γ_χ| ≤ T .

Lemma 2.2. If χ is a character with conductor q ≥ 2 and T ≥ 5/7, then | | | |N(T, χ) − T π log qT 2πe | | | | ≤ 0.247 log qT 2π + 6.894.

Using Lemma 2.2, we obtain the following generalisation of [17, Lem. 1].

Lemma 2.3. Let γ_χ denote the ordinates of the non-trivial (and non-exceptional) zeros of L(s, χ) and ϕ : [T_0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be a monotone, non-increasing function on [T_0, ∞) for some T_0 ≥ 5/7 that is continuously differentiable such that ϕ^′(t) ≤ 0. If 5/7 ≤ U ≤ V , then ∑ U≤|γ_χ|≤V ϕ(γ_χ) = log q π ∫_V U ϕ(t) dt + 1 π ∫_V U ϕ(t) log t 2π dt + E_3(U, V ), (5)

in which |E_3(U, V )| ≤ 2ϕ(U) ( 0.247 log qU 2π + 6.894 ) + 0.247 ∫_V U ϕ(t) t dt. Proof. Without loss of generality, we can suppose |γ_χ| ∉ {U, V }, since the result will extend naturally to these fringe cases by taking limits. Lemma 2.2 implies ∑ U≤|γ_χ|≤V ϕ(γ_χ) = ∫_V U ϕ(t) dN(t, χ)

= log q π ∫_V U ϕ(t) dt + 1 π ∫_V U ϕ(t) log ( t 2π ) dt + ∫_V U ϕ(t) dQ(t, χ), in which |Q(t, χ)| ≤ 0.247 log^{qT}_{2π} + 6.894. Therefore, use integration by parts twice to see |E_3(U, V )| = | | | |ϕ(V )Q(V, χ) − ϕ(U)Q(U, χ) − ∫_V U ϕ^′(t)Q(t, χ) dt | | | | ≤ ∑ m∈{U,V } ϕ(m) ( 0.247 log qm 2π + 6.894 ) − ∫_V U ϕ^′(t) ( 0.247 log qt 2π + 6.894 ) dt

= 2ϕ(U) ( 0.247 log qU 2π + 6.894 ) + 0.247 ∫_V U ϕ(t) t dt. □ Using Lemma 2.3, we can prove the following result, which will be important later.

log x_0 k_1(x_0) ~k_1(x_0) k_2(x_0) ~k_2(x_0) 10 3.10557 - 2.36179 - log(1.05 · 10^7) 1.72106 1.36974 2.23552 −1.03762 20 1.39025 1.10685 2.2275 −1.04564 30 0.94152 0.75267 2.22574 −1.0474 40 0.71678 0.57514 2.22572 −1.04742 50 0.5812 0.46789 2.22572 −1.04742 60 0.49041 0.39599 2.22572 −1.04742 70 0.42533 0.34439 2.22572 −1.04742 80 0.37637 0.30555 2.22565 −1.04742 90 0.3383 0.27523 2.21596 −1.04746 100 0.31171 0.25071 1.68045 −1.05312 150 −0.39649 −0.42406 −6.09189 −7.60473 200 −1.72239 −1.74308 −13.9581 −15.47094 250 −3.30168 −3.31822 −21.84477 −23.35762 500 −12.37619 −12.38446 −61.41291 −62.92575 Table 3. Admissible values for k_i(x_0) and ~k_i(x_0) at several choices of x_0 in Theorems 2.4-2.5.

Theorem 2.4. If the GRH is true, h = √ x log x, and x ≥ x_0 then there exist constants k_1(x_0) and k_2(x_0) such that | | | | ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | | | ≤ ( log x 8π + log q 2π + k_1(x_0) ) √ x log x + k_2(x_0) √ x log q.

We present a selection of admissible k_i(x_0) for several values of x_0 ≥ e^{10} in Table 3.

Proof. To estimate the objective sum over ϱ_χ, observe that | | | | | ∑ |γ_χ|≥T (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} ϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1)h | | | | | ≤ ( ( 1 + h x ) 3_2 + 1 ) x^32 h ∑ |γ_χ|≥T 1 γ^2_χ

and | | | | | ∑ |γ_χ|<T (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | | | | = | | | | | ∑ |γ_χ|<T 1 hϱ_χ ∫_{x+h} x t^{ϱχ} dt | | | | | ≤ √ x ( 1 + h x ) 1_2 ∑ |γ_χ|<T 1 √_1

4 + γ^2_χ .

We will insert the choices h = √ x log x and T = √ x/ log x := η(x) ≥ η(x_0) > 5/7 (so that h = x/T ) into (6), which is a combination of the preceding observations: | | | | | ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | | | | ≤ ( ( 1 + h x ) 3_2 + 1 ) x^32 h ∑ |γ_χ|≥T 1 γ^2_χ

+ √ x ( 1 + h x ) 1_2

2N(^5_7 , χ) + ∑ 5 7 ≤|γ_χ|<η(x_0) 1 √_1

4 + γ^2_χ + ∑ η(x_0 )≤|γ_χ|<T 1 |γ_χ| . (6)

First, apply Lemma 2.2 to see

2N(^5_7 , χ) ≤ 10 7π log 5q 14πe + 0.494 log 5q 14π + 13.788 < 0.94873 log q + 11.27041 (7)

Next, apply Lemma 2.3 with ϕ(t) = (1/4 + t^2)^{−1} to see

∑ 5 7 ≤|γ_χ|<η(x_0) 1 √_1

4 + γ^2_χ ≤ 0.494 √_1

4 +^{25}_{49} + ∫_{η(x0)} 5 7 π^{−1} dt √_1

4 + t^2 log q +

∫_{η(x0 )} 5 7 π^{−1} log^t_{2π} √_1

4 + t^2 dt

+ 2 ( 0.247 log^5_{14π} + 6.894 ) √_1 4 +^{25}_{49}

+ 0.247

∫_{η(x0 )} 5 7 t^{−1} dt √_1

4 + t^2 := ν_1(x_0) log q + ν_2(x_0) (8)

Similarly, apply Lemma 2.3 with ϕ(t) = t^{−1} to see ∑ η(x_0 )≤|γ_χ|<T 1 |γ_χ| ≤ ( log T π + 0.494 η(x_0) − log η(x_0) π ) log q +

(log^T_{2π} )^2 − (log^{η(x0)}_{2π} )^2 2π + 2 (6.894 − 0.247 log 2πη(x_0)) η(x_0) + 0.247 η(x_0) − 0.247 T := ( log T π + ν_3(x_0) ) log q +

(log T )^2 2π − 0.585 log T + ν_4(x_0) −

0.247 T . (9)

Finally, apply Lemma 2.3 with ϕ(t) = t^{−2} to see ∑ |γ_χ|≥T T γ^2_χ ≤ ( 1 π + 0.494 T ) log q + ( 1 π + 0.494 T ) log T − 0.2667 +

13.0034 T . (10) 7

So, we can apply (7), (8), (9), and (10) in (6) to see that if x_0 ≥ e^{10}, then | | | | | ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1}

hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | | | | ≤ √ x (( 1 + log x √ x ) 1_2 ( (log x)^2 8π + (log log x − log x − 2 log q) log log x 2π + log x log q 2π +(ν_1(x_0) + ν_3(x_0) + 0.94873) log q + ν_2(x_0) + ν_4(x_0) + 11.27041

−0.2925 log x + 0.5850 log log x −

0.247 log x √ x )

+ ( ( 1 + log x √ x ) 3_2 + 1 ) (( 1 π + 0.494 log x √ x ) ( 2 log q + log x − 2 log log x 2 )

−0.2667 +

13.0034 log x √ x ))

≤ (f_1(x_0) log x + f_2(x_0) log q + f_3(x_0)) √ x log x + f_4(x_0) √ x log q + f_5(x_0) √ x, where

f_1(x) = ( 1 + log x √ x ) 1_2 ( 1 8π − log log x

2π log x + 1 2π ( log log x

log x

)_2) ,

f_2(x) = ( 1 + log x √ x ) 1_2 ( 1 2π − log log x

π log x ) , f_3(x) = ( 1 + log x √ x ) 1_2 (

0.5850 log log x

log x

− 0.2925 )

+ ( ( 1 + log x √ x ) 3_2 + 1 ) ( 1 2π + 0.247 log x + 13.0034 √ x ) , f_4(x) = ( ( 1 + log x √ x ) 3_2 + 1 ) ( 1 π + 0.494 log x √ x ) + ν_1(x) + ν_3(x) + 0.98473,

f_5(x) = (ν_2(x) + ν_4(x) + 11.27041) ( 1 + log x √ x ) 1_2 − 0.5334. Now, f_1(x) and f_2(x) increase in the ranges of x we are considering and their limits are

1/(8π) and 1/(2π) respectively, so we have

f_1(x) ≤ 1 8π and f_2(x) ≤ 1 2π . Moreover, the result follows with k_1(x_0) = f_3(x_0) +^{f5(x0)}_{log x0} and k_2(x_0) = f_4(x_0). □ 8

If 3 ≤ q ≤ 10 000, the GRH is true, and ϱ_χ = 1/2 + iγ_χ are the non-trivial zeros of L(s, χ), then computations show that max primitive χ (mod q) ∑ |γ_χ|≤200 1 √_1

4 + γ^2_χ

= ω := 21.664472 . . . , (11)

where this maximum is achieved at q = 9 857 (which is prime). A sensible hypothesis is that the L-functions with most low-lying zeros will maximise the sum in question. Now, using (11), we can refine Theorem 2.4 in the following result.

Theorem 2.5. If the GRH is true, h = √ x log x, and x ≥ x_0 ≥ 1.05 · 10^7 then there exist constants ~k_1(x_0) and ~k_2(x_0) such that | | | | | ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | | | | ≤ ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ~k_1(x_0) ) √ x log x + ~k_2(x_0) √ x log q.

We present a selection of admissible ~k_i(x_0) for several values of x_0 in Table 3.

Proof. Assert T = √ x/ log x and re-trace the first steps of the proof of Theorem 2.4 to see | | | | | ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | | | | ≤ √ x ( 1 + h x ) 1_2 ω + ∑ 200≤|γ_χ|<η(x_0) 1 √_1

4 + γ^2_χ + ∑ η(x_0 )≤|γ_χ|<T 1 |γ_χ|

+ ( ( 1 + h x ) 3_2 + 1 ) x^32 h ∑ |γ_χ|≥T 1 γ^2_χ .

Again, apply Lemma 2.3 with ϕ(t) = (1/4 + t^2)^{−1} to see ∑ 200≤|γ_χ|<η(x_0) 1 √_1

4 + γ^2_χ ≤ 0.494 √_1 4 + 200^2 + ∫_{η(x0 )} 200 π^{−1} dt √_1

4 + t^2 log q +

∫_{η(x0 )} 200 π^{−1} log^t_{2π} √_1

4 + t^2 dt

+ 2 ( 0.247 log^1_{400π} + 6.894 ) √_1

4 + 200^2

+ 0.247 ∫_{η(x0)} 200 t^{−1} dt √_1

4 + t^2

:= ~ν_1(x_0) log q + ~ν_2(x_0) (12)

Therefore, h = √ x log x, (9), (10), and (12) imply | | | | | ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | | | | ≤ ( log x 8π + log q 2π ) √ x log x + f_3(x) √ x log x + ~f_4(x) √ x log q

+ ~f_5(x) √ x, 9

where f_3(x), ν_3(x), ν_4(x) were defined earlier,

~f_4(x) = ( ( 1 + log x √ x ) 3_2 + 1 ) ( 1 π + 0.494 log x √ x ) + ~ν_1(x) + ν_3(x), and

~f_5(x) = (ω + ~ν_2(x) + ν_4(x)) ( 1 + log x √ x ) 1_2 − 0.5334. This upper bound with ω = 21.664472 . . . we have obtained here implies the result with

~k_1(x_0) = f_3(x_0) +

~f_5(x)

log x_0 and ~k_2(x_0) = ~f_4(x). □

3. The prime number theorem in short intervals

Recall that the prime number theorem tells us

ψ(x) ∼ x, where ψ(x) = ∑ n≤x Λ(n), so we should also expect ψ(x + h) − ψ(x) ∼ h for h > 0; a relationship of this form is called the prime number theorem for short intervals. Cully-Hugill and Dudek established the latest explicit version of the prime number theorem for short intervals in [10, Thm. 1]; their corrected result is re-stated below.^1

Theorem 3.1 (Cully-Hugill and Dudek). If √ x log x ≤ h ≤ x^34 , log x ≥ 40, and the Riemann hypothesis is true, then |ψ(x + h) − ψ(x) − h| < √ x log x π log ( h √ x log x ) + 13 6 √ x log x. Theorem 3.1 would be an important ingredient in our proof of Theorem 4.3 later. However, we want to use the result in a broader range of x and we will also only need to apply the result with h = √ x log x. Therefore, we prove the following refinement of Theorem 3.1 in this special case and we will use that instead. All of the refinement we will obtain over Theorem 3.1 stems from how we bound a particular sum over zeros.

Theorem 3.2. If the Riemann hypothesis is true and x ≥ x_0 ≥ e^{10}, then there exist constants k_3(x_0), k_4(x_0) > 0 such that |ψ(x + √ x log x) − ψ(x) − √ x log x| < k_3(x_0) √ x log x − k_4(x_0).

We present a selection of admissible k_3(x_0), k_4(x_0) for several values of x_0 ≥ e^{10} in Table 4.

Proof. Suppose that h = √ x log x and 2 ≤ τ < h is a parameter to be chosen. We use the same set-up as in [10], although our proof will refine their treatment of a sum over zeros that

1There was a typo in [10] that affected some of their constants; Cully-Hugill has corrected the typo and updated their result in her upcoming PhD thesis. Theorem 3.1 is the result that will be stated in her thesis. 10

log x_0 κ_0 κ_1 κ_2 k_3(x_0) k_4(x_0) 10 0.05989 18.81137 1.74663 1.86054 8.31357 · 10^3 20 0.0457 37.77813 1.74663 1.19669 3.15402 · 10^6 30 0.03579 52.1484 1.86645 0.98255 8.10901 · 10^8 40 0.03167 63.91776 1.74663 0.85812 1.64282 · 10^{11} 50 0.02886 74.8239 2.15968 0.7904 3.10314 · 10^{13} 60 0.02683 85.00441 2.28091 0.73439 5.59133 · 10^{15} 70 0.02519 94.2064 2.37349 0.69103 9.74775 · 10^{17} 80 0.02405 102.33995 2.46139 0.65608 1.63943 · 10^{20} 90 0.02297 111.44257 2.56007 0.62711 2.7664 · 10^{22} 100 0.02212 120.2197 2.65929 0.60254 4.58854 · 10^{24} 150 0.01895 157.01747 2.97554 0.51832 5.00022 · 10^{35} 200 0.01717 189.4314 3.2531 0.46706 4.77543 · 10^{46} 250 0.01566 222.13937 3.47886 0.43129 4.4118 · 10^{57} 500 0.01254 347.59407 4.35967 0.33843 1.66057 · 10^{112} Table 4. Admissible values for k_3(x_0), k_4(x_0) at several choices of x_0, including parameter choices for κ_i which inform these computations, in Theorem 3.2.

appears toward the end. Let

w(n) = n−x+τ τ if x − τ ≤ n < x, 1 if x ≤ n ≤ x + h, x+h+τ −n τ if x + h < n ≤ x + h + τ, 0 otherwise.

It follows from w(n) ≤ 1 that | | | |ψ(x + h) − ψ(x) − ∑ n Λ(n)w(n) | | | | ≤ ∑ x−τ ≤n<x or x+h<n≤x+h+τ Λ(n)

and ∑ n Λ(n)w(n) = ψ_1(x + h + τ) − ψ_1(x + h) − ψ_1(x) + ψ_1(x − τ) τ , (13)

in which ρ = 1/2 + iγ are the non-trivial zeros of ζ(s), 1.545 < ϵ(x) < 2.069, and

ψ_1(x) = ∫_x 2 ψ(t) dt = ∑ n≤x Λ(n)(x − n) = x^2 2 − ∑ ρ x^{ρ+1} ρ(ρ + 1)

− x log(2π) + ϵ(x). (14)

The last explicit formula is a refinement of [11, Lem. 4] that is described in [10]. Insert (14) into (13) to see | | | | ∑ n Λ(n)w(n) − h − τ + ∑ ρ (x + h + τ)^{ρ+1} − (x + h)^{ρ+1} − x^{ρ+1} + (x − τ)^{ρ+1} τρ(ρ + 1) | | | | ≤ 21 20τ . 11

Combine these observations to see | | | | ψ(x + h) − ψ(x) − h + ∑ ρ S_ρ | | | | ≤ τ + 21 20τ + 2 ∑ x+h<n≤x+h+τ Λ(n),

in which

S_ρ =

(x + h + τ)^{ρ+1} − (x + h)^{ρ+1} − x^{ρ+1} + (x − τ)^{ρ+1} τρ(ρ + 1) .

Now, Cully-Hugill and Dudek used results from [7,9,18] to tell us that if x ≥ x_0 ≥ e^{10}, then ψ(x + h + τ) − ψ(x + h) ≤ 2τ log(x + h + τ) log τ

+ α_1(x + h + τ)^{12} + α_2(x + h + τ)^{13} − 0.999(x + h)^{12} − 2 3 (x + h)^{13} ≤ 2τ log(x + h + τ) log τ

+ β_1x^{12} + β_2x^{13} ,

in which α_1 = 1 + 1.93378 · 10^{−8}, α_2 = 2.69, β_1 = √ 3α_1 − 0.999, and β_2 = 3^13 α_2 −^2_3 . It follows that for all log x ≥ log x_0 ≥ 10, we have | | | |ψ(x + h) − ψ(x) − h + ∑ ρ S_ρ | | | | ≤ τ + 21 20τ + 4τ log(x + h + τ) log τ

+ 2β_1x^{12} + 2β_2x^{13} . (15)

All that remains is to bound the sum over zeros; we do this in a different way than [10]. To achieve this goal, recall that |γ| ≥ γ_1 := 14.13472 . . . , let τ = κ_0 √ x log x with 0 < κ_0 < 1, η(x) = √ x/ log x, κ_1 > 0, and κ_2 > 0 such that κ_2 ≥ κ_1κ_0. Split the sum into four parts:

Σ_1 = ∑ γ_1≤|γ|≤κ_1η(x_0) S_ρ, Σ_2(x) = ∑ κ_1η(x_0)<|γ|<^{κ1x}_h S_ρ, Σ_3(x) = ∑ κ1x h ≤|γ|≤^{κ2x}_τ S_ρ, and Σ_4(x) = ∑ |γ|≥^{κ2x}_τ S_ρ.

To bound Σ_4(x), import [21, Lem. 1(ii)], which tells us that for all T ≥ γ_1, we have ∑ γ≥T 1 γ^2 < log T 2πT . 12

It follows from η(x) = x/h that

|Σ_4(x)| < h √ x τ (( 1 + h + τ x ) 3_2 + ( 1 + h x ) 3_2 + 2 ) ∑ |γ|≥^{κ2x}_τ η(x) γ^2 < h √ x τπ (( 1 + h + τ x ) 3_2 + ( 1 + h x ) 3_2 + 2 ) η(x)τ κ_2x log η(x)

= √ x κ_2π (( 1 + h + τ x ) 3_2 + ( 1 + h x ) 3_2 + 2 ) log κ_2η(x) κ_0 = √ x log x κ_2π (( 1 + h + τ x ) 3_2 + ( 1 + h x ) 3_2 + 2 ) ( 1 2 − log log x

log x + log^{κ2}_{κ0} log x )

< √ x log x κ_2π (( 1 + 1 + κ_0 η(x_0)

) 3_2 + ( 1 + κ_0 η(x_0)

) 3_2 + 2 ) ( 1 2 + log^{κ2}_{κ0} log x_0 )

:= ℓ_0(x_0) √ x log x. (16)

To bound Σ_2(x), recall (4), which informs us that T 2π log T 2πe − 7 8 − R(T ) ≤ N(T ) < T log T 2π . It follows that

|Σ_2(x)| ≤ 2(N(κ_1η(x)) − N(κ_1η(x_0))) ≤ κ_1η(x) log κ_1η(x) π − κ_1η(x_0)

κ_0π log κ_1η(x_0) 2πeκ_0 + 7 4 + 2R(κ_1η(x_0)) := κ_1η(x) log κ_1η(x) π − ℓ_1(x_0). (17)

To bound the remaining sums, we will use the following bound: |S_ρ| = | | | τ^{−1} ρ (∫_{x+h+τ} x+h t^ρ dt − ∫_x x−τ t^ρ dt )| | | ≤ √ x |ρ| ( 1 + √ 1 + 1 + κ_0 η(x) ) := ℓ_2(x) √ x |ρ| . Next, Lemma 2.1 with ϕ(t) = t^{−1} implies

|Σ_3(x)| ≤ ∑ κ1x h ≤|γ|≤^{κ2x}_τ ℓ_2(x) √ x |γ|

< 2ℓ_2(x_0)

(^(_{log x+max}^{_{0,log κ1κ24π2κ} 0 }) 4π log^{κ2}_{κ0κ1} +^{κ0R(} κ2 η(x0) κ0 ) κ_2η(x_0) +

R(κ_1 η(x_0)) κ_1η(x) +

4.200+4.134 log κ_1η(x_0 ) κ^2_1η(x_0)^2 )

( √ x log x)^{−1} log x_0 := ℓ_3(x_0) √ x log x. (18)

Finally, Lemma 2.1 with ϕ(t) = (^1_4 + t^2)^{− 1}2 implies

|Σ_1(x)| ≤ ∑ γ_1≤|γ|≤κ_1η(x_0 ) ℓ_2(x) √ x |ρ|

< ℓ_2(x_0) 1 π ∫_{κ1η(x0 )} γ_1

log^t_{2π} dt √_1

4 + t^2 + 2R(κ_1η(x_0)) √_1

4 + κ^2_1η(x_0)^2 + 2R(γ_1) √_1

4 + γ^2_1

+ 0.04509

:= ℓ_4(x_0). (19)

Collect the observations (16), (17), (18), and (19) together to see that if x ≥ x_0 ≥ e^{10}, then ∑ ρ |S_ρ| ≤ ( ℓ_0(x_0) + ℓ_3(x_0) + κ_1η(x_0) log κ_1η(x_0) π √ x_0 log x_0 ) √ x log x − ℓ_1(x_0) + ℓ_4(x_0)

≤ ℓ_5(x_0) √ x log x + ℓ_6(x_0).

Moreover, the upper bound in (15) is majorised by ℓ_7(x_0) √ x log x, where

ℓ_7(x) = κ_0 + 21 20κ_0x(log x)^2

+ max { 8κ_0,

4κ_0 log(x + (1 + κ_0) √ x log x) log (κ_0 √ x log x) } + 2β_1 log x + 2β_2x^{− 1}6 log x . It follows from (15) and the preceding observations that

k_3(x_0) = ℓ_5(x_0) + ℓ_7(x_0) and k_4(x_0) = −ℓ_6(x_0)

are the constants in the statement of the theorem, so all that remains is to choose good κ_0, κ_1, and κ_2 for each x_0. Here, a good choice should ensure the value of k_3(x_0) is minimised, since this term contributes the most to the upper bound. To reduce the complexity of this optimisation problem, we set κ_2 = max{1.74663, κ_0κ_1}; this choice follows from the requirement κ_0κ_1 ≥ κ_2 and some computational experiments which displayed that small κ_2 are desirable. Next, we use the gp minimize command from the Python package skopt to choose good κ_0 and κ_1 for each x_0. The choices that we make in the end, as well as the resulting values for k_3(x_0) and k_4(x_0), are presented in Table 4. □

Remark. As it stands, the broadest range of x we could prove Theorem 3.2 for is log x ≥ 10, since this is the range that the upper bound in (15) holds for. Of course, one could find values for α_i and β_i such that the upper bound in (15) holds for a broader range of x, but e^{10} is already quite small, and we are only concerned with larger values of x.

Remark. The gp minimize command that we used to find optimised choices for κ_i uses a Gaussian process to search its way toward good parameter choices (given some constraints) in a noisy function. The benefit of this optimiser is that it is relatively fast, straightforward to implement, and the outcome from a more thorough optimiser shouldn’t be noticeably better than our outcomes in the end.

4. Bounds for twisted Chebyshev functions

Throughout this section, suppose that the GRH is true, ϱ_χ = 1/2 + iγ_χ are the non-trivial zeros of L(s, χ), and χ ≠ χ_0 modulo q ≥ 3 is primitive. The primary purpose of this section 14

is to prove Theorem 4.3, which is the key ingredient in our proof of Corollary 1.1. To begin, we observe that | | |ψ(x, χ) − ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h | | | ≤ ∑ x<n≤x+h Λ(n), (20)

in which h > 0 is a parameter to be chosen. Note that (20) follows from the relationship

ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h = ψ(x, χ) + ∑ x<n≤x+h χ(n)Λ(n) ( 1 + x − n h ) . It follows from (20) and Theorem 3.2 that for all x ≥ x_0 ≥ e^{10}, we have | | |ψ(x, χ) − ψ^1(x + √ x log x, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) √ x log x | | | < k_3(x_0)√x log x − k_4(x_0). (21)

Next, if x ≥ 2 and χ is principal or primitive, then [12, Lem. 2.1] tells us

ψ_1(x, χ) = δ_χ x^2 2 − ∑ ϱ_χ x^{ϱχ+1} ϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1)

+ a(χ)x + b(χ) + c(x, χ),

in which a_χ =^{1−χ(−1)}_2 , −^{L′(s,χ)}_{L′(s,χ)} = −^1_s + b_χ + O(s), −^{L′(s−1,χ)}_{L′(s−1,χ)} = −^1_s + c_χ + O(s),

δ_χ = { 1 if χ = χ_0, 0 if χ ≠ χ_0,

a(χ) = (1 + b_χ)(1 − a_χ)(1 − δ_χ) − L^′(0, χ) L(0, χ) (a_χ(1 − δ_χ) + δ_χ),

b(χ) = (1 − c_χ)a_χ + L^′(−1, χ) L(−1, χ) (1 − a_χ), and

c(x, χ) = a_χ log x − (1 − a_χ)(1 − δ_χ)x log x − ∞∑ m=1 x^{1−2m−aχ} (2m + a_χ)(2m − 1 + a_χ) . It follows from this explicit formula for ψ_1(x) that if 0 < h < x, then

ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h = 1 h δ_χ (x + h)^2 − x^2 2 − ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} ϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1)

+ a(χ)h + c(x + h, χ) − c(x, χ)

= δ_χ ( x + h 2 ) + a(χ) + 1 h c(x + h, χ) − c(x, χ) − ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1} ϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) . (22)

Using (22), we will prove the following result in Section 4.2; this will be an important ingredient in our proof of of Theorem 4.2 (below), which unlocks our proof of Theorem 4.3.

log x_0 k_5(x_0) k_6(x_0) Ω_0(x_0) Ω_1(x_0) Ω_2(x_0) 10 5.872 0.0 7.73253 7.8834 · 10^{−1} −8.31179 · 10^3 20 3.69604 0.0 4.89272 2.07932 · 10^{−2} −3.15402 · 10^6 30 3.24308 0.0 4.22562 3.12938 · 10^{−4} −8.10901 · 10^8 40 3.0183 0.0 3.87641 3.73481 · 10^{−6} −1.64282 · 10^{11} 50 2.88272 0.0 3.67311 3.92334 · 10^{−8} −3.10314 · 10^{13} 60 2.79193 0.0 3.52631 3.80107 · 10^{−10} −5.59133 · 10^{15} 70 2.72685 0.0 3.41787 3.48232 · 10^{−12} −9.74775 · 10^{17} 80 2.67781 0.0 3.33388 3.06221 · 10^{−14} −1.63943 · 10^{20} 90 2.63006 0.0 3.25716 2.60976 · 10^{−16} −2.7664 · 10^{22} 100 2.06796 0.0 2.67049 2.16984 · 10^{−18} −4.58854 · 10^{24} 150 −0.39621 −6.69263 0.1221 −6.69263 · 10^0 −5.00022 · 10^{35} 200 −1.72212 −15.33454 −1.25507 −1.53345 · 10^1 −4.77543 · 10^{46} 250 −3.3014 −23.99894 −2.87012 −2.39989 · 10^1 −4.4118 · 10^{57} 500 −12.37591 −67.46897 −12.03749 −6.7469 · 10^1 −1.66057 · 10^{112} Table 5. Admissible values for k_5(x_0), k_6(x_0), Ω_0(x_0), Ω_1(x_0), and Ω_2(x_0) at several choices of x_0 for Theorems 4.1 and 4.2.

Theorem 4.1. If χ modulo q ≥ 3 is primitive and non-principal, x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, and h = √ x log x, then there exist constants k_5(x_0), k_6(x_0) (which will be defined in the proof) such that| | |ψ^1(x + h, χ) − ψ^1(x, χ) h | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + k_5(x_0) ) √ x log x + k_6(x_0) √ x + 1.777.

Admissible values for k_5(x_0) at several values of x_0 ≥ e^{10} are presented in Table 5.

Next, Ernvall-Hytönen and Palojärvi proved in [13, Lem. 13] that if χ is a non-primitive Dirichlet character modulo q ≥ 3 that is induced by a primitive character χ^∗, then |ψ_0(x, χ) − ψ_0(x, χ^∗)| log x

≤ 1.12 log q, where ψ_0(x, χ) = ψ(x^+, χ) + ψ(x^−, χ) 2 ; (23)

this modification to the definition of ψ(x, χ) accounts for discontinuities that may be present at prime powers. A simple consequence of this definition is that |ψ(x, χ) − ψ_0(x, χ)| ≤ log x 2 . (24)

Finally, insert Theorem 4.1 into (21) and apply (23), (24) to extend the result to any nonprincipal χ; the end result follows.

Theorem 4.2. If x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q} and χ ≠ χ_0 modulo q ≥ 3, then |ψ(x, χ)| < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + Ω_0(x_0) ) √ x log x + Ω_1(x_0) √ x + Ω_2(x_0),

in which Ω_0(x_0) = k_3(x_0) + k_5(x_0), Ω_2(x_0) = 1.777 − k_4(x_0), and

Ω_1(x) = k_6(x) +

(0.5 + 1.12 log x) log x √ x . We present a selection of admissible Ω_i(x_0) for several values of x_0 ≥ e^{10} in Table 5. 16

Using Theorem 4.2, we will prove Theorem 4.3 (below) in Section 4.4. As a bonus, we also prove the following corollary of Theorem 4.3 in Section 4.5; this is a simple extension that makes an important ingredient in [16] explicit.

Theorem 4.3. If the GRH is true, q ≥ 3, and x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, then |ψ(x, χ) − δ_χx| ≤ { √_{x(log x)2}

8π + 1.12(log x)^2 if δ_χ = 1, (_{log x}

8π +^{log q}_{2π} + Ω_0(x_0) ) √ x log x + Ω_1(x_0) √ x + Ω_2(x_0) if δ_χ = 0.

Corollary 4.4. If the GRH is true, x ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, and q ≥ 3, then |θ(x, χ)−δ_χx| ≤ { √_{x(log x)2} 8π + 1.44270 √ x log x + 1.12(log x)^2 if δ_χ = 1, (_{log x}

8π +^{log q}_{2π} + 1.44270 + Ω_0(x_0) ) √ x log x + Ω_1(x_0) √ x + Ω_2(x_0) if δ_χ = 0.

Remark. Using (26), we can remove the requirement x ≥ q from Theorems 4.1-4.2, as long as q is in an explicit range. In fact, if q < 10^{30} or q ≤ 10 000, then (28) and (30) respectively provide explicit upper bounds that hold for x ≥ x_0 ≥ e^{10} and x ≥ x_0 ≥ 1.05·10^7. Using (30), we will give a refinement of Theorem 4.2 in Theorem 4.12 that holds for x ≥ x_0 ≥ 1.05 · 10^7 and q ≤ 10 000. However, to obtain general upper bounds, whose secondary terms depend on x only, we needed to assert x ≥ q.

Remark. At face value, it appears as though we could improve the outcome of Theorem 4.2 (and each of it’s consequences) by noting that (20) can be refined into | | | |ψ(x, χ) − ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h | | | | ≤ ∑ x<n≤x+h (n,q)=1 Λ(n),

taking h = √ x log x as usual. To see what we could achieve, note that ∑ n≤x (n,q)=1 Λ(n) = ∑ n≤x Λ(n) ∑ d|(n,q) μ(d) = ∑ d|q μ(d) ∑ n≤^x_d Λ(n) and ∑ d|q μ(d) d = φ(q) q ;

here μ denotes the Möbius function. Use these observations and consider what we expect from the prime number theorem in short intervals to see ∑ x<n≤x+h (n,q)=1 Λ(n) = ∑ d|q μ(d) ∑ x d <n≤^{x+h}_d Λ(n) ∼ h ∑ d|q μ(d) d = φ(q) q h as x → ∞.

The coefficient φ(q)/q → 1^− as q → ∞ when prime q are considered, whereas φ(q)/q → 0^+ as q → ∞ when highly composite q (such as primorials) are observed. Therefore, our “less refined” bound in (20) is not as bad as one might expect, since we are considering general q.

4.1. Preliminary bounds. We will need the following lemmas in what follows.

Lemma 4.5. If χ is a primitive, non-principal character modulo q with χ(−1) = 1, then |b_χ| < { 2.751 log q + 23.878 if q ≥ 3, log q + 2 log log q − 0.224 if q ≥ 10^{30}.

Proof. The first case is [13, Lem. 17] and the second is [8, Cor. 2]. □ 17

Lemma 4.6. If χ is primitive modulo q ≥ 3 such that χ(−1) = −1, then | | |L^′(0, χ) L(0, χ) | | | < f(q) < 316.5 + 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.0758√q log q + log q,

where

f(q) := γ + log 2 + | | |log q π | | | + 0.027 √ q log q + 0.067 √ q + 316.229 if 3 ≤ q < 4 · 10^5, 3.715(log q)^2 if 4 · 10^5 ≤ q < 10^{10}, (0.593 log log q + 1.205)(log q)^2 if q ≥ 10^{10}.

Proof. Apply [13, Cor. 20] to obtain the first inequality. For all q ≥ 10^{10}, we have

f(q) < γ + log 2 π + 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.000278 √ q log q + log q. (25)

For all 4 · 10^5 ≤ q < 10^{10}, we have

f(q) < γ + log 2 π + 0.0758 √ q log q + log q.

For all 3 < q < 4 · 10^5, we have

f(q) < γ + log 2 π + 316.229 + 0.0754 √ q log q + log q.

It follows that for all q > 3, we have f(q) < 316.5 + 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.0758 √ q log q + log q Moreover, if q = 3, then f(q) ≈ 317.72, which is also majorised by the preceding bound. □ Lemma 4.7. If x ≥ 2, then ∞∑ m=1 x^{1−2m−aχ} (2m + a_χ)(2m − 1 + a_χ)

= a_χ + (−x)^{aχ} tanh^{−1}(x^{−1}) − x^{1−aχ} log √ 1 − x^{−2}. Proof. If χ(−1) = −1, then a_χ = 1 and ∞∑ m=1 t^{2m} 2m(2m + 1) | | | |_{t= 1x} = ∫_{1/x} 0 t^{−2} ∞∑ m=1 t^{2m+1} 2m + 1 dt = ∫_{1/x} 0 tanh^{−1} t − t t^2 dt = 1 − x tanh^{−1}(x^{−1}) − log √ 1 − x^{−2}. Similarly, if χ(−1) = 1, then a_χ = 0 and ∞∑ m=1 t^{2m−1} 2m(2m − 1) | | |_{t= 1x} = ∫_{1/x} 0 t^{−2} ∞∑ m=1 t^{2m} 2m dt = − ∫_{1/x} 0 log √ 1 − t^2 t^2 dt = tanh^{−1}(x^{−1}) − x log √ 1 − x^{−2}. □ Lemma 4.8. If the Riemann hypothesis is true and x ≥ 73.2, then |ψ(x) − x| < √ x(log x)^2 8π . Proof. This is [20, (6.2)]. □ 18

Lemma 4.9. If x ≥ 2 and q ≥ 3, then 1 log x ∑ n≤x (n,q)>1 Λ(n) ≤ τ(q) ≤ 1.12 log q, where τ(q) = { 2 if q = 6, log q if q ≠ 6.

Proof. This is [13, Lem. 12]. □

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1. Using Lemmas 4.5-4.7, we establish the following ingredients.

Lemma 4.10. If χ is non-principal and primitive modulo q ≥ 3, then |a(χ)| ≤ { 2.751 log q + 24.878 if a_χ = 0 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.0758 √ q log q + log q + 316.5, if a_χ = 1 < 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.0758 √ q log q + 2.751 log q + 316.5.

Moreover, if q ≥ 10^{30}, then we can refine the preceding bound into |a(χ)| < 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.000278 √ q log q + log q + 0.776.

Proof. If χ is non-principal, then

a(χ) = { 1 + b_χ if χ(−1) = 1, −^{L′(0,χ)} L(0,χ) if χ(−1) = −1.

Apply Lemma 4.5 when χ(−1) = 1 and Lemma 4.6 when χ(−1) = −1. The refinement follows easily from (25). □

Lemma 4.11. If log x ≥ 10, h = √ x log x, and χ ≠ χ_0 modulo q ≥ 3 is primitive, then | | | | c(x + h, χ) − c(x, χ) h | | | | ≤ a_χ x + (1 − a_χ) ( log x + 1 + log x √ x ) + 7 · 10^{−5} h . Proof. For any 0 < h < x, we have c(x + h, χ) − c(x, χ) h = a_χ h log ( 1 + h x ) − (1 − a_χ) ( x + h h log ( 1 + h x ) + log x )

+ ∞∑ m=1 ( 1 − ( 1 + h x )_{1−2m−aχ} ) x^{1−2m−aχ} (2m + a_χ)(2m − 1 + a_χ)h . Apply Lemma 4.7, log(1 + x) < x for all x > 0, and h = √ x log x to see | | |c(x + h, χ) − c(x, χ) h | | | ≤ a^χ x + (1 − a_χ) ( log x + 1 + log x √ x )

+ a_χ + (−x)^{aχ} tanh^{−1}(x^{−1}) − x^{1−aχ} log √ 1 − x^{−2} h . To complete the proof, observe that the numerator in the final fraction decreases in x whether a_χ = 0 or a_χ = 1, so it is is majorised for all log x ≥ 10 by max{7 · 10^{−5}, 4 · 10^{−10}} = 7 · 10^{−5}. □ 19

Insert Theorem 2.4, Lemma 4.10, and Lemma 4.11 into (22) to see that if χ is a non-

principal and primitive Dirichlet character modulo q ≥ 3, h = √ x log x, and x ≥ x_0 ≥ e^{10},

then | | |ψ^1(x + h, χ) − ψ^1(x, χ) h | | | ≤ |a(χ)| + | | |c(x + h, χ) − c(x, χ) h | | | + | | | ∑ ϱ_χ (x + h)^{ϱχ+1} − x^{ϱχ+1}

hϱ_χ(ϱ_χ + 1) | | |

< ( log x 8π + log q 2π + g_1(x) ) √ x log x + k_2(x_0) √ x log q + g_2(q), (26)

in which

g_1(x) = k_1(x_0) + 1 √ x + 1 x , g_2(q) = { 317.501 + 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.0758 √ q log q + 2.751 log q if q < 10^{30},

1.777 + 0.593 log log q(log q)^2 + 0.000278 √ q log q + log q if q ≥ 10^{30}.

Now that we have proved this important identity, we are able to complete the result using

the three following observations.

Observation I: First, we restrict our attention to 3 ≤ q_0 ≤ q < 10^{30}. Since g_1(x) decreases

in x, for all x ≥ x_0 ≥ e^{10}, we also have | | | | ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h | | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ς_1(x) ) √ x log x + ς_2(x_0) √ x, (27)

in which

ς_1(x) = k_1(x_0)+ 1 √ x + 1 x + g_2(10^{30} − 1) √ x log x and ς_2(x_0) = { 30k_2(x_0) log 10 if k_2(x_0) ≥ 0,

k_2(x_0) log q_0 if k_2(x_0) < 0.

Observation II: Second, we restrict our attention to q ≥ 10^{30}. If x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q},

then we may refine (26) to tell us | | | ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ς_3(x) ) √ x log x + 30 min{k_2(x_0), 0} √ x log 10 + 1.777,

(28)

in which

ς_3(x) =

0.593 log log x log x √ x + k_1(x_0) + max{k_2(x_0), 0} + 0.000278 + 2 √ x + 1 x . Observation III: Finally, suppose q ≥ 3. If x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, then | | | ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ς_4(x) ) √ x log x + 1.777, (29)

in which

ς_4(x) =

0.593 log log x log x √ x + k_1(x_0) + max{k_2(x_0), 0} + 0.0758 +

3.751 √ x + 1 x + 315.724 √ x log x . 20

Completion: Experimental computations tell us that (29) will yield a better numerical outcome when k_2(x_0) ≥ 0 and combining (27), (28) will yield the better outcome when k_2(x_0) < 0. Therefore, it follows from (27), (28), and (29) that the result holds with

k_5(x) = { ς_4(x) if k_2(x_0) ≥ 0, ς_5(x) if k_2(x_0) < 0, and k_6(x) = { 0 if k_2(x_0) ≥ 0, k_2(x_0) log 3 if k_2(x_0) < 0.

in which

ς_5(x) = k_1(x_0) + 0.000278 + 2 √ x + 1 x + max{g_2(10^{30} − 1), 0.593 log log x(log x)^2} √ x log x . Remark. If we restrict our attention to the smallest moduli 3 ≤ q ≤ 10^4, then we can use Theorem 2.5 (instead of Theorem 2.4) in the preceding logic to see that | | | ψ_1(x + h, χ) − ψ_1(x, χ) h | | | < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ς_6(x) ) √ x log x + ς_7(x_0) √ x (30)

for all x ≥ x_0 ≥ 1.05 · 10^7, in which

ς_6(x) = ~k_1(x_0) + 1 √ x + 1 x + g_2(10^4) √ x log x and ς_7(x_0) = { 4 ~k_2(x_0) log 10 if ~k_2(x_0) ≥ 0, ~k_2(x_0) log 3 if ~k_2(x_0) < 0.

4.3. A refinement. It is clear from the preceding case analyses that we only require x_0 ≥ q in some cases. Therefore, following the logic at the beginning of this section, one can use (30) to refine Theorem 4.2 into the following result for a fixed range of q.

Theorem 4.12. If x ≥ x_0 ≥ 1.05 · 10^7, the GRH is true, and χ ≠ χ_0 modulo q such that 3 ≤ q ≤ 10 000, then |ψ(x, χ)| < ( log x 8π + log q 2π + ~Ω_0(x_0) ) √ x log x + ~Ω_1(x_0) √ x + ~Ω_2(x_0),

in which ~Ω_0(x) = k_3(x) + ς_6(x), ~Ω_2(x) = −k_4(x), and

~Ω_1(x) = ς_7(x) + (0.5 + 1.12 log x) log x √ x . 4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.3. If x ≥ 2 and χ = χ_0 modulo q ≥ 3, then |ψ(x, χ_0) − ψ(x)| ≤ ∑ n≤x (n,q)>1 Λ(n), where ψ(x) = ∑ n≤x Λ(n). (31)

Insert Lemmas 4.8-4.9 into (31) to see |ψ(x, χ_0) − x| ≤ √ x(log x)^2 8π + 1.12 log q log x, for all x ≥ 73.2. (32)

Combine (32) and Theorem 4.2 to recover Theorem 4.3. 21

4.5. Proof of Corollary 4.4. We require the following simple relationship: |ψ(x, χ) − θ(x, χ)| ≤ ∑ 2≤k≤ ⌊ log x log 2 ⌋ θ(x^1k ) < log x log 2 θ( √ x), where θ(x) = ∑ p≤x log p.

Now, [7, Cor. 2.1] tells us that there is a constant c_θ = 1 + 1.93378 · 10^{−8} for all x ≥ 0 such that θ(x) ≤ c_θx. It follows that |ψ(x, χ) − θ(x, χ)| √ x log x < c_θ log 2

< 1.44270. (33)

Therefore, Corollary 4.4 is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 4.3 and (33).

5. The prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions

In this section, we will prove our explicit versions of the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions (i.e. Corollaries 1.1-1.2) using Theorem 4.3. To this end, recall that for all x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q} and any non-principal character χ modulo q ≥ 3, we have |ψ(x, χ)| ≤ ( log x 8π + log q 2π + Ω_0(x_0) ) √ x log x + Ω_1(x_0) √ x + Ω_2(x_0).

Insert this observation into (1) to see that for all x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, we have | | |ψ(x; q, a) − x φ(q) | | | ≤ 1 φ(q) (√ x(log x)^2 8π + 1.12(log x)^2 + ∑ χ≠χ_0 |ψ(x, χ)| )

< ( log x 8πφ(q) + ( 1 − 1 φ(q) ) log q 2π + Ω_0(x_0) + max{Ω_1(x_0), 0}

log x_0 + 0.56 log x_0 √ x_0 ) √ x log x + Ω_2(x_0) := ( log x 8πφ(q) + ( 1 − 1 φ(q) ) log q 2π + Ω_3(x_0) ) √ x log x + Ω_2(x_0), (34)

since there are φ(q) Dirichlet characters modulo q and φ(q) ≥ 2. Use [7, Cor. 2.1] in a similar way to how we used it in Section 4.5 to see |ψ(x; q, a) − θ(x; q, a)| ≤ 1.44270 √ x log x. Now, combine the preceding observations to see that for all x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, we have | | | |θ(x; q, a) − x φ(q) | | | | < ( log x 8πφ(q) + ( 1 − 1 φ(q) ) log q 2π + Ω_3(x_0) + 1.44270 ) √ x log x + Ω_2(x_0) := ( log x 8πφ(q) + ( 1 − 1 φ(q) ) log q 2π + Ω_4(x_0) ) √ x log x + Ω_2(x_0) (35)

Finally, partial summation yields the relationship π(x; q, a) = θ(x; q, a) log x + ∫_x 2 θ(t; q, a) t(log t)^2 dt. (36) Before we insert the asymptotic (35) into (36), note that x log x + ∫_x 2 dt (log t)^2

= Li(x) + 2 log 2 and ∫_x 2 x^{− 1}2 dt √ t log t = Ei (_{log x} 2 ) − Ei

(_{log 2} 2 ) √ x ; 22

log x_0 Ω_2(x_0) Ω_3(x_0) Ω_4(x_0) Ω_5(x_0) Ω_6(x_0) Ω_7(x_0) 10 −8.31179 · 10^3 7.84909 9.29179 1.27146 11.85396 −1.19899 · 10^4 20 −3.15402 · 10^6 4.89427 6.33697 1.11315 7.0938 −4.55028 · 10^6 30 −8.10901 · 10^8 4.22563 5.66833 1.07187 6.11552 −1.16988 · 10^9 40 −1.64282 · 10^{11} 3.87641 5.31911 1.0528 5.63974 −2.37009 · 10^{11} 50 −3.10314 · 10^{13} 3.67311 5.11581 1.04175 5.36916 −4.47689 · 10^{13} 60 −5.59133 · 10^{15} 3.52631 4.96901 1.03453 5.18036 −8.06659 · 10^{15} 70 −9.74775 · 10^{17} 3.41787 4.86057 1.02944 5.04344 −1.4063 · 10^{18} 80 −1.63943 · 10^{20} 3.33388 4.77658 1.02566 4.93893 −2.36519 · 10^{20} 90 −2.7664 · 10^{22} 3.25716 4.69986 1.02274 4.84652 −3.99108 · 10^{22} 100 −4.58854 · 10^{24} 2.67049 4.11319 1.02042 4.23696 −6.61986 · 10^{24} 150 −5.00022 · 10^{35} 0.07749 1.52019 1.01352 1.58052 −7.2138 · 10^{35} 200 −4.77543 · 10^{46} −1.33174 0.11096 1.0101 0.15187 −6.88948 · 10^{46} 250 −4.4118 · 10^{57} −2.96611 −1.52341 1.00807 −1.49591 −6.36488 · 10^{57} 500 −1.66057 · 10^{112} −12.17243 −10.72973 1.00402 −10.73303 −2.39569 · 10^{112} Table 6. Computations for Ω_i(x_0) at several choices of x_0 in (34), (35), and (37).

the latter decreases for all log x ≥ 10. It follows that for all x ≥ x_0 ≥ max{e^{10}, q}, we have | | | |π(x; q, a) − Li(x) φ(q) | | | | < √ x log x + ∫_x 2 dt√ t 8πφ(q) + (( 1 − 1 φ(q) ) log q 2π + Ω_4(x_0) ) ( 1 + Ei (_{log x0} 2 ) − Ei

(_{log 2} 2 ) √ x_0 ) √ x + Ω_2(x_0) ( 1 log x + ∫_x 2 dt t(log t)^2 ) + 1 log 2 ≤ ( log x 8πφ(q) + Ω_5(x_0) log q 2π + Ω_6(x_0) ) √ x + Ω_7(x_0), (37)

in which

Ω_5(x_0) = 1 + Ei (_{log x0} 2 ) − Ei

(_{log 2} 2 ) √ x_0

, Ω_6(x_0) = 1 8π + Ω_4(x_0)Ω_5(x_0), and

Ω_7(x_0) =

1 + Ω_2(x_0) log 2 . Admissible computations for each of the Ω_i(x_0) that appear in (34), (35), and (37) at certain choices of x_0 are presented in Table 6. These computations complete Corollary 1.1, by taking

a_1 = Ω_5(x_0), a_2 = Ω_6(x_0), a_3 = Ω_7(x_0), a_4 = Ω_4(x_0), a_5 = Ω_2(x_0), a_6 = Ω_3(x_0).

To prove Corollary 1.2, replace any occurrence of Ω_0(x), Ω_1(x), Ω_2(x) from Theorem 4.2 in the preceding definitions with ~Ω_0(x), ~Ω_1(x), ~Ω_2(x) from Theorem 4.12.

Appendix A. The Chebotarëv density theorem

Let K ⊆ L be a Galois extension of number fields such that n_L = [L : Q], Δ_L be the discriminant of L, P be a prime ideal of L that lies above a non-ramified prime ideal p of 23

the ring of integers O_K , and σ_p be the Artin symbol associated to p; this is the conjugacy class of the Frobenius automorphism corresponding to P/p. If C is any conjugacy class in G = Gal(L/K ), then we let

π_C (x) = #{p ⊂ O_K : p are prime ideals that do not ramify in L and satisfy σ_p = C}.

The celebrated Chebotarëv density theorem tells us that π_C (x) ∼ #C #G Li(x) := #C #G ∫_x 2 dt log t

. (38)

Insert L = Q(ω_q ) and K = Q, where ω_q is the q^{th} root of unity, into (38) to retrieve the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions. In particular, under these choices, we have n_L = #G = φ(q) and #C = 1 for each conjugacy class C ⊂ G, so the prime number theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions tells us π(x; q, a) ∼ Li(x)/φ(q) and is a special case of the Chebotarëv density theorem. Assuming the generalised Riemann hypothesis for the Dedekind zeta-function, Grenié and Molteni proved the latest explicit version of the Chebtarëv density theorem in [14, Cor. 1]; their results improve a result from Osterlé [19]. In the end, for all x ≥ 2, they prove | | |π_C (x) − #C #G Li(x) | | | ≤ #C #G √ x [( log x 8π + 1 4π + 6 log x ) n_L + ( 1 2π + 3 log x ) log |Δ_L | ] . (39)

So, if L/K = Q (ω_q )/Q, then Δ_L = (−1)^{φ(q)}2 q^{φ(q)} ∏ p|q p^− φ(q) p−1 (see [22, Prop. 2.7]) and (39) becomes | | |π(x; q, a) − Li(x) φ(q) | | | ≤ ( log x 8π + ( 1 + 3 log x ) log q 2π + 1 4π + 6 log x ) √ x − √ x ( 1 2π + 3 log x ) ∑ p|q log p p − 1 . (40)

References

1. M. A. Bennett, G. Martin, K. O’Bryant, and A. Rechnitzer, Explicit bounds for primes in arithmetic progressions, Illinois J. Math. 62 (2018), no. 1-4, 427–532. MR 3922423 2. M. Bordignon, An explicit version of Chen’s theorem, Bull. Aust. Math. Soc. 105 (2022), no. 2, 344–346.

MR 4392382 3. M. Bordignon, D. R. Johnston, and V. Starichkova, An explicit version of Chen’s theorem, arXiv:2207.09452 (2022).

4. M. Bordignon and V. Starichkova, An explicit version of Chen’s theorem assuming the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis, arXiv:2211.08844 (2022).

5. R. P. Brent, D. J. Platt, and T. S. Trudgian, Accurate estimation of sums over zeros of the Riemann zeta-function, Math. Comp. 90 (2021), no. 332, 2923–2935. MR 4305374 6. , The mean square of the error term in the prime number theorem, J. Number Theory 238 (2022), 740–762. MR 4430116 7. S. Broadbent, H. Kadiri, A. Lumley, N. Ng, and K. Wilk, Sharper bounds for the Chebyshev function θ(x), Math. Comp. 90 (2021), no. 331, 2281–2315. MR 4280302 8. A. Chirre, A. Simonič, and M. V. Hagen, Conditional estimates for the logarithmic derivative of Dirichlet L-functions, arXiv:2206.00819 (2022), https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.00819.

9. N. Costa Pereira, Estimates for the Chebyshev function ψ(x) − θ(x), Math. Comp. 44 (1985), no. 169, 211–221. MR 771046 24

10. M. Cully-Hugill and A. W. Dudek, A conditional explicit result for the prime number theorem in short intervals, Res. Number Theory 8 (2022), no. 3, Paper No. 61, 8. MR 4468112 11. A. W. Dudek, On the Riemann hypothesis and the difference between primes, Int. J. Number Theory 11 (2015), no. 3, 771–778. MR 3327842 12. A. W. Dudek, L. Grenié, and G. Molteni, Explicit short intervals for primes in arithmetic progressions on GRH, Int. J. Number Theory 15 (2019), no. 4, 825–862. MR 3943895 13. A.-M. Ernvall-Hytönen and N. Palojärvi, Explicit bound for the number of primes in arithmetic progressions assuming the generalized Riemann hypothesis, Math. Comp. 91 (2022), no. 335, 1317–1365. MR 4405497 14. L. Grenié and G. Molteni, An explicit Chebotarev density theorem under GRH, J. Number Theory 200 (2019), 441–485. MR 3944447 15. E. Hasanalizade, Q. Shen, and P.-J. Wong, Counting zeros of the Riemann zeta function, J. Number Theory 235 (2022), 219–241. MR 4389021 16. A. Languasco and A. Zaccagnini, A note on Mertens’ formula for arithmetic progressions, J. Number Theory 127 (2007), no. 1, 37–46. MR 2351662 17. R. S. Lehman, On the difference π(x) − li(x), Acta Arith. 11 (1966), 397–410. MR 202686 18. H. L. Montgomery and R. C. Vaughan, Multiplicative number theory I: Classical theory, reprint ed., Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics (Book 97), 2012.

19. J. Osterlé, Versions effectives du théorème de Chebotarev sous l’hypothèse de Riemann généralisée, Astérisque 61 (1979), 165–167.

20. L. Schoenfeld, Sharper bounds for the Chebyshev functions θ(x) and ψ(x). II, Math. Comp. 30 (1976), no. 134, 337–360. MR 457374 21. S. Skewes, On the difference π(x) − li x. II, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 5 (1955), 48–70. MR 67145 22. L. C. Washington, Introduction to cyclotomic fields, second ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 83, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1997. MR 1421575

University of Bristol, School of Mathematics, Fry Building, Woodland Road, Bristol, BS8 1UG

Email address: ethan.lee@bristol.ac.uk URL: https://sites.google.com/view/ethansleemath/home